M. Eilsen Stammes

LISDHA, Mational Organic Seandards
USDIA, AMS, Room 4007-5

AgSiop 0275, Past Office Box 96456
Washingron, DC 200906456

FAX: (202) 690-4632

Dhear Ma. Stommes,

| am extremely disturbed about the USDIAs propased national oeganic sundards. The USDA propasals allow practices that go completely
against everything the word “organic” means. My own personal health has caused me o furn o organic food as part of my wellness
program. 1f [ had not been able ro find arganic food, 1 would pecbably not be well enough today m write dhis lecer. I has been cricical
far iy biealth: o be able m srust in the purity and of products carrying 4 certified organic label, If che USDA does not agree to rewrio:
these propased standards, [ will lose my acoess to and right to choose faod producss grown by true organic meshods.

The USDA must totally rewrite the proposed organic stndards taking into accaunt the Mational Organic Sandards Board (MO3E)
recommendations and traditienal methads of arganic fasming. The Organic Foods Production Act of 1990 (OFPA) directed USDA wo
develop rules providing natiomal uniformiry in organic standards. And, this Act eszablished the Mational Organic Srandards Boasd
(NOSB), composed of 15 representatives from the natural foods communiry, ro make recommendations to USDA w implement this
rational organic standards program. USDA's recently released propased standards represent a seriowr departure from the NOSH recommen-
detioms —and also from the essential principles of organic furming,

There are many, many aspects of USDAs proposcd standards that have no place being under the ic label. The following are the very
worst of the pracrices. Mmi:pninnﬂmpmed::gmutr}mmdnmwgﬁqdnrpni: ing and iss products, and thus the
greatest threat to the healsh of all Americans:

» leradistion in the handling of organic foods. NOSE gave a specific recommendation AGAINST the use of irradiarion in orgamics.
Ireadistion exposes foods to radipactive materials in order to kill bacteria; it's lang-tecm effects ase still unknown. (ionkzing radiation;
comment topic heading: Handling/Mar'l List; 62 Federal Register, pg 65884, sect. 517

+ Genetic engineering in organic products. NOSE specifically recommended prohibiting genetic engineering in organics, Le., raking
DNA from ene arganism (incl. bacteria, viruses, animals, and plants) and inserting it into another — a potentially dangerous process, with
possible detrimental effeces on the eavironment, food safery, and the health of humans, animals, and plans. (genetically engincered
arganisms: comement tapic heading: General/ Crops/Handling/Marl List: 62 Federal Ragister, pg. 63873, seces. 205.8 & 205.2(56})

* Municipal sewage sludge for use in img organic products, Enduinddupiuﬁﬂﬁﬂimum:dew‘um#ﬁ:r
use in organic crop production.” Municipal sludge may be contaminatsd by taxing absorbable by crops. (municpal shedge: commens topic
heading: Crops/Handling/Nar'| Lise: 62 FedLRe., pge. 6589265853, sect. 203.8 B 205.17)

« Ancibiatic use on livestock, MOSB recommended specific parametess for use of antibistics in livestock raised organically, and a woral
proibition of antibiotic use on livestack raised for slaughter. The USDAs guidelines are much looser, (antibintic use: comment topic
heading: Livestock: 62 Federal Register, pg- SR80, sect. 205.14 (b)(1) & () & 205.14(d))

+ Animal feed for organically raised livestock. NOSE recommended all arganically produced livestock be fed 100% certified organically
peeduced feeds and supplements. The proposed standards allow them to be fed up to 20% non-organic feed yearly, (anirmal feed: com-
ment topic heading: Liveswock: 62 Fell. Register, pg. 63878, sect. 205.13 (al{1)C00)

+ Historic land usage practices. Current arganic standards sequire considering a complete land history before erganic cerification.
OFPA says farens should be free from using taxic chemicals and other prohibiced substances for anly 3 years to be certified organic; but
ofien excessive sail consamination disallows organic use even affer 3 years. With this 3-year rule, contaminated lands, like Superfund sites,
could be cerified organic. USDA’s propased “unavoidable conamination level” fior cerifying land ready for organic fasming is unacoept-
able. (histosic land usage practices: comment topic heading; Genezal: 62 Federal Register, pgs, 65866-65867 & 65932, no sect. na.}

1 also object 1o the following;

« allowing the uss of parssincides and hormones on dairy livestock.

+ the great increase in fees on organic farmers, virmzally forcing the small erganic farmer out of business.

+ the prohibition of any group of organic farmers holding themselves w higher standards than the proposed regubations. This clause alone
ends the consumer's right vo choose. -

These practices canaot be allowed 1o be included under the organic kabel; they would put an end o organic food in the United Stares.
The ey the health of il Americans would be caraserophic. | ask that you throw cut these strandasds and begin a total rewrite, and
thar you hase the new standasds on the guidelines of the Matianal Organic Sandards Board.

Thank you for yous kind consideration of my concerns on this very serious msus-
Yours sincerely,



